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Ms. Patricia Van Gerpen
South Dakota Public Utilities Commission
Capitol Building, 1st Floor
500 East Capitol Avenue
Pierre, SD 57501-5070

RE: TC07-112 through TC07-116
Alltel Arbitrations

Dear Ms. Van Gerpen:

Enclosed for filing in the above matter, please find the Stipulation to Supplement Record
of Consolidated Arbitration Hearing.

As indicated above, this document has been sent to you via electronic mail in PDF form.
If you have any questions or concerns regarding this document, please do not hesitate to contact
me.

Best regards.

Sincerely,

CUTLER & DONAHOE, LLP
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Meredith A. Moore
For the Firm
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION OF 
MCCOOK COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE 
COMPANY FOR ARBITRATION 
PURSUANT TO THE 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996 
TO RESOLVE ISSUES RELATING TO 
AN INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT 
WITH ALLTEL, INC. 
 
IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION OF 
BERESFORD MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE 
COMPANY FOR ARBITRATION 
PURSUANT TO THE 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996 
TO RESOLVE ISSUES RELATING TO 
AN INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT 
WITH ALLTEL, INC. 
 
IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION OF 
KENNEBEC TELEPHONE COMPANY 
FOR ARBITRATION PURSUANT TO 
THE TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 
1996 TO RESOLVE ISSUES RELATING 
TO AN INTERCONNECTION 
AGREEMENT WITH ALLTEL, INC. 
 
IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION OF 
SANTEL COMMUNICATIONS 
COOPERATIVE, INC. FOR 
ARBITRATION PURSUANT TO THE 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996 
TO RESOLVE ISSUES RELATING TO 
AN INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT 
WITH ALLTEL, INC. 
 
IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION OF 
WEST RIVER COOPERATIVE 
TELEPHONE COMPANY FOR 
ARBITRATION PURSUANT TO THE 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996 
TO RESOLVE ISSUES RELATING TO 
AN INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT 
WITH ALLTEL, INC. 
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COME NOW the Petitioners, McCook Cooperative Telephone Company (“McCook”), 

Kennebec Telephone Company (“Kennebec”), Santel Communications Cooperative (“Santel”), 

and West River Cooperative Telephone Company (“West River”), by and through their attorney, 

Meredith A. Moore, the Respondent, by and through its attorney, Talbot J. Wieczorek, and the 

South Dakota Public Utilities Commission Staff, by and through its staff counsel, Karen Cremer, 

and  jointly submit this Stipulation to the South Dakota Public Utilities Commission (the 

“Commission”). 

 1. On July 29, 20 and 31, 2008, a joint arbitration hearing (The “Hearing”) in the 

above-referenced dockets was held before this Commission for the purposes of resolving all 

open issues related to the negotiation of an interconnection agreement between the Petitioners 

and Respondent.  At the commencement of the hearing, the Petitioners moved for and were 

granted the consolidation of the above-referenced dockets for the limited purpose of establishing 

a joint evidentiary record (the “Joint Record”).        

 2. One of the open issues submitted to this Commission for arbitration was the 

determination of the appropriate rate to apply to the IntraMTA traffic exchanged between the 

parties.  In support of its position on this issue, Petitioners above-named, with the exception of 

Beresford Municipal Telephone Company, proposed reciprocal compensation rates developed 

through the performance of a forward-looking economic cost study (the “FLEC Study” or 

“FLEC Studies”).   

 3. The FLEC Studies performed by the Petitioners were disclosed to the Respondent 

during the pendency of this proceeding.  The FLEC Studies were first disclosed to the 

Respondent during the discovery process on or about December 14, 2007.  Following the 

submission of the parties’ pre-filed testimony in this matter and the discovery and correction of 

an error in the initial FLEC studies, the Petitioners provided corrected FLEC Studies to 
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Respondent on or about July 7, 2008.  Neither the Petitioners nor their consultants have made 

any modifications to the FLEC Studies since their submission to Respondent or on about July 7, 

2008.   

4. The entirety of the FLEC studies was not introduced into the Joint Record at the 

time of the Hearing.  In order to ensure that a full and complete record exists for this 

Commission’s review, final ruling and any appeals therefrom, the parties to this Stipulation 

hereby agree that the Joint Record established at the time of the arbitration hearing in these 

matters on July 29, 30 and 31, 2008, shall be supplemented with the entirety of the forward 

looking economic cost studies proposed by Petitioners McCook, Kennebec, Santel, and West 

River.  Each study shall be submitted as a separate exhibit and shall be successively numbered, 

beginning with Petitioners’ Exhibit No. 74, McCook; Exhibit No. 75, Kennebec; Exhibit No. 76, 

Santel, and Exhibit No. 77, West River.  The Exhibits also contain confidential and proprietary 

information and should be treated as such for purposes of the record.   

5. Alltel's agreement to allow Petitioners to supplement the record is based on 

Petitioners' oversight in placing the studies into the record at the hearing as required under 47 

CFR § 51.505(e)(2).  While Alltel does not object to Petitioners supplementing the record, Alltel 

continues to contest the calculations, inputs and results of the studies as documented in Alltel's 

briefs and testimony. 

 

 

 

 

 

   



Dated: \l/1~/c«
I

CUTLER & DONAHOE, LLP

tilwdiJ.iJ rl1~YI.L _
MeIT:d.l:A:Moore ur:
100 N. Phillips Ave., 9th Floor
Sioux Falls, SD 57104
Attorneys for Petitioners

ADDITIONAL SIGNATURE PAGES TO FOLLOW

4



Dated: GUNDERSON, PALMER, NELSON AND ASHMORE, LLP

440 Mt. Ruslunore Road
Rapid City, SD 57701
Attorneys for Respondent

ADDITIONAL SIGNATURE PAGES TO FOLLOW
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